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Mr.Weisberg: November 20, 1993 

Since 70 a have not done an ,r public waiting for a couple of decades, 
books, I an unable to perceive (respecting some things) what you 
know and do not know. Hence, I nust inf eventually assume that you 
may not know something and attempt to pass it along to you as some- 
thing that could be useful and valuable. 

I do not know you to have eve” written about an aspect of the 
JFK assassination, the t~ip to Dallas. To be concise, I thought 
that r ou would appreciate knowing that it is "evealed in 
John 3. Connally, Po”t”ait in. Power , Ann F. Crawford an - 1 Jack Keeve” 
Jenkins Publishing Co, c 1373 Lno LOC # 0 ” I33N] that the t*ip 
to Dallas was discussed an’ tentatively planned in v-e”y ea^ly 
June of 1963- Page 295-it was discussed between JFK, Connally 
an 4 L3J ; that is, the decision was made to do it. The ostensible 
purpose was to rise aoney an’ to sway Texans. [Interestingly, 
the ’ecision was na’e in a suite in the Cortes Hotel, in El Paso . 
ElPaso has some o<M noter.Let r of its own-there was the 'El Pa 30 Plan," 
to elect~onagnetically erase Nixon tapes without touching then 
as the • rested in a secure and locked safe (in the VPnite House). 
Then, on 3ept. 21, 1963, in ElPaso, diehard Case Nagell was a- — ested 
for attempted bank robbe”/ (so as to avoid being '"ajjed into 
the assassination scheme as a oarticinant ) . ElPaso's an interesting 
city.] 

Further, concerning the actual planning of the trip to Texas 
cities, and Dallas in particular, it is r eV ealed that Bill ’"foyers, 
said to have been #2 at the Peace Corps, was the "advance nan" 

(in the aanne” of John EhrUchman, fo~ dicha r d Nixon) who, per- 
haps with others assistance, nade the arrangements . 

If you already know these things, please excuse me for bothering 
you; if you did not, please nake use of then to the best of your 
ability. 

There is an additional matte"-that I judge to be of somewhat po- 
tential momentous impo~tance-that I would like for you to be 
helpful with, if you are able to: I have a recollection of ’fading 
somwwhere that president Carter was once appearing on a live TV 
interview broadcast an’ that he extemporaneously bes;an to talk 
about the JFK assassination (in some unknown aspect ); suddenly, 
an 4 presumably without his permission, the audio por ion of the 
broadcast signal was lost (just as suddenly explained away 
by the customary placard "...broadcasting difficulties..."). 

I did not have the fortuitous opportunity to witness this unusual 
"phenomenon"; but perhaps you 4 id o" can recall (or fin!) a 



"efe"ence o" citation conce"ning this event? If you can’t Ho 
it on .-ou" own, please ask a"oun ! and fo"wa"d the info"mation 
to me. 

The pa"ticula" reason that I have asked rou about this info"- 
lation whose written location I cannot recall is that just a 
couple of weeks ago ht". Clinton was on a TV interview show 
(Nov. 7, 1993 , feet The Press) that I se"endipitously just 
happened to tu"n on Hu-ing waking up f"om sleep; a strange 
oddity that I came to observe that seemei, audio wise, some- 
what p"ominent was an"echo". I could, that is, hea" BO say., 
something twice, as in an echo. The same phenomenon occurs in 
call-in talk shows and confuses the callers, as they hea" the 
echo an- ! get inpo all so"ts of confusion as to when to talk. 

The echo featu"e is cha"acte"istic of a time delay featu"e of 
ionito"ing what calle"s say(so as to enable cutoffs of intempe"ate 
language...). It was p"oninent and instantly incited me to "un 
a .nemo"/ check on known othe" instances of such a phenomenon. 

I "ecalled the Ca"te" incident. V/hy it was "visible” to the 
public/au ’ ience, I cannot say with ce"tltu ’e; HOWEVER, one function 
that it could fulfill is of being a signal to somebody watching 
an J listening. 

On ot her channels and on the same channel but on/du"in.g subsequent 
b”oadcasts (even of the news and inte"view va"i ety ) this st"ange- 
ness of b"oadcast signal 'i i not occu". That, .is especially note- 
wo"thy. It su"el'' is something to "enembe". 

Please "esponH at you" ea"lie£t convenience. 

h Mi* 

B^uce Ka^eK 



